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ecology and environment, inc.
111 WEST JACKSON BLVD., CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 60604, TEL. 312-663-9415

International Specialists in the Environment

M E M O R A N D U M

DATE: June 23, 1986

TO: File

FROM: Cynthia Pugh
SUBJECT: Illinois/R05-8303-01F/IL0030

Chicago/Paxton I and Paxton II
ILD069498186

Paxton Landfills I and II are located in a highly industrialized area
of Chicago. Paxton I has been inactive since 1976, while Paxton II
is currently in operation. The landfills are located adjacent to
each other.

This site was originally identified by the Illinois Environmental
Protection Agency in the form of a Preliminary Assessment Report
submitted to the U.S. EPA. Ecology and Environment/FIT performed an
inspection at the site and sampled two monitoring wells on 4-13-82.
A follow-up inspection was conducted by FIT on 5-9-86. No sampling
occurred during this inspection, but visual observations of the site
were made and an interview with site representatives was conducted.

Paxton I is approximately 47.5 acres in size and was operated from
1971-1976. The landfill accepted general municipal refuse and some
industrial liquid wastes and sludges authorized by Illinois Special
Waste Permits (IEPA).

recycled paper



The Illinois Environmental Protection Agency - DLPC Authorization
Reports show that special wastes listed as hazardous and non-hazard-
ous were accepted at the Paxton I site. Many of the wastes that were
accepted at Paxton I that are listed as non-hazardous contain con-
stituents that may be considered hazardous if in sufficient concen-
trations. Refer to Attachment A for a list of special wastes
accepted at the site.

Landfilling operations at Paxton I basically consisted of the trench-
ing method, not on a trench by trench permitting basis but by a cut
and fill linear method. Trenches were approximately 150 feet in
width and 40 feet or less in depth. Liners were formed by going down
to the hardest clay layers and by damming up the perimeter to form
clay walls that would keep water out.

Several monitoring wells are located on the Paxton I site. Some of
these wells are located in the fill areas while others are outside.
Most of the site is now covered, but ponding occurs in some areas
according to site representatives.

IEPA inspections conducted in 1974, 1975, and 1976, at the Paxton I
landfill noted inadequate daily and intermediate cover, ponding on-
site, spreading and compacting downhill, and waste being pushed into
standing liquids at the bottom of trenches. An IEPA inspection
conducted in May, 1975, indicated that liquids contained in a trench
were being pumped off-site. Other inspections noted that leachat'e
was present on-site (8-29-80) and that more final cover was needed
(3/80).

File information also indicates that the site accepted some liquid,
sludge, and hazardous wastes without the proper permits and operated
in an unpermitted area. According to IEPA inspections, these
operations were occurring outside and west of areas authorized by
Paxton from 4/76 to 7/78. This area is now known as Paxton II.



IEPA inspections at the unpermitted Paxton II site in 1976, noted
daily, interim, and final cover violations and operations in
unauthorized trenches. Disposal of unauthorized liquid wastes was
also noted at the unpermitted site from 1976-1978.

An operating permit was submitted for the Paxton II landfill in
January of 1977. The Paxton site closed temporarily before the
permit was issued. In September of 1978, the permit was granted, and
operations began in authorized areas.

Paxton II contains 52 acres of fill area and consists of Parcels I,
II, and III. Trench divisions of Parcels I and III are indicated on
site map 3 which is attached. Parcel II was "undeveloped but
included in the developmental permit of July, 1978" according to an
IEPA report dated 3-3-80. This parcel is ten acres in size, and
according to information obtained from Paxton's Operations Manager,
the western five acres of Parcel II have been sold, and the eastern
five acres remain unused.

Paxton II accepted Illinois Hazardous (Special) Waste until November
of 1980. The special waste was disposed of through trench by trench
permitting, and was accepted by trenches A, Al, and B as these were
the only trenches operating at that time, trench A is approximately
twenty-five feet deep, and Trench B is thirty-five feet deep.

Acceptance of this hazardous special waste ceased in the fall of
1980, as it was decided that the site would not be a hazardous waste
facility under RCRA. After 1980, special wastes listed as non-hazar-
dous were accepted in Parcels I and III. According to IEPA - DLPC
Authorization Reports, many of these accepted wastes listed as
non-hazardous contain constituents that may be considered hazardous
if in sufficient concentrations. Refer to Attachment A for a list of
special wastes accepted at the site.



According to site representatives, only trash is accepted at the site
now. Parcels I and III currently remain active. Some of the
trenches are located directly above old Paxton trenches and are
constructed with new caps and walls.

»

Each of the cells at Paxton II are double-lined with a certified clay
wall. A certified clay cut-off wall also exists around the entire
Paxton II landfill including the old trenches. It is unknown if the
earlier trenches were certified.

Several monitoring wells are located on the Paxton II site. The
recent quarterly sampling reports dated 2-20-86, show that some of
the monitoring wells at Paxton II contain phenols. Well 613S at
Paxton I was found to contain 3460 ug/1 phenols.

As the groundwater flow direction in the region of the site may vary,
it is not known whether or not the landfills are causing or contri-
buting to the contamination. Landfill operations are thought to have
occurred as early as the 1930's in the Paxton I area according to
file information. There is no background data on groundwater prior
to these operations.

i

Approximately eight homes within the three mile site radius obtain
drinking water from domestic wells which draw from the interconnected
sand and gravel/bedrock aquifer. The previously mentioned moni-toring
wells which were sampled are not located in this aquifer. It is
unknown if the clay beneath the site would prevent downward migration
of contamination. Surface water within the three mile radius is not
used as a source of drinking water, but it is used for recreational
purposes.



The Paxton I site surrounds the LHL 12 landfill. Paxton I goes
around this landfill but does not go over it. LHL '#1 is located
southeast of Paxton I, and another landfill is located south of the
Paxton site.

At one time Paxton II applied for a RCRA Part A permit to develop an
incinerator and distillation column for hazardous wastes. These
devices were never constructed, and the RCRA Part A application was
withdrawn. According to Gladis Watts - U.S. EPA, both Paxton I and
II have applied for RCRA Parts A and B but have never received
interim status or had the Part B application approved.

11H1M



Attachment A - Partial List of Waste Generators/Types/Quantities for
Wastes Accepted at Paxton I and Paxton II Landfills

Source: IEPA-DLPC Files: Authorization Reports (2-23-85)
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r &EPA POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 5 • WATER. DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

I. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE

VI. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

01 PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATEDZONl (O.cton.l

MA 10-6- 10-B cm/sec D B 10-«- 10-'cm/sec D C 10-« - 10- » cm/»ec D D GREATER THAN 10- »cm/»ec

02 PERMEABILITY OF BEDROCK lCn.c« 00.1

D A IMPERMEABLE D B. RELATIVELY IMPERMEABLE • C. RELATIVELY PERMEABLE D D VERY PERMEABLE
KMSfw I0~'em i«cl (I0~* - I0~'cm l«f/ M0~* - I0~*cm t9C) fGr««r*'irwn I0~*em •«,

03 DEPTH TO BEDROCK 04 DEPTH OF CONTAMINATED SOIL ZONE OS SOIL pH

06 NET PRECIPITATION 07 ONE YEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL

.(in) -(in)

06 SLOPE
SITE SLOPE I DIRECTION OF SITE SLOPE , TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE

09 FLOOD POTENTIAJ.

SITE IS IN U" *"»>"* YEAR FLOODPLAIN

10

fj ft D SITE IS ON BARRIER ISLAND. COASTAL HIGH HAZARD AREA. RIVERINE FLOODWAY

11 DISTANCE TO WETLANDS |5 ten ™o

ESTUARINE

_(mi)

OTHER

.(mi)

12 DISTANCE TO CRITCAL HABITAT io/.nojiB«'.a«>.£»«)

-(mi)

ENDANGERED SPECIES:.

13 LAND USE IN VICINITY

DISTANCE TO

COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL
[RESIDENTIAL AREAS! NATIONAL/STATE PARKS.

FORESTS. OR WILDLIFE RESERVES

-(mi) C..

AGRICULTURAL LANDS
PRIME AG LAND AG LAND

.(mi) D. .(mi)

14 DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY

Paxton Landfills

2 1

t
N

VII. SOURCES OF INFORMATION IO. tftcllx nttitnctt. •«. Mil l»».

in

. M j F,'5 A
EPA FORM 2070-13(7 -81)



£EPA
POTENTIAl HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE i.!?JI!If ICATION

SITE INSPECTION REPORT "f̂ l'S'SB???? /P^

N. SAMPLES TAKEN

SAMPLE TYPE

GROUNDWATER

SURFACE WATER

WASTE

AIR

RUNOFF

SPILL

SOIL

VEGETATION

OTHER

01 NUMBER Of 02 SAMPLES SENT TO 03 ESTIMATED DATE
SAMPLES TAKEN RESULTS AVAILABLE

hJftME fJo Stx^plfs "T l̂der. l»^ PIT E>ur;ba A/0
£~

S*"7"B^» O/-/C. U t̂Sn£.c4i'on

\/ \r \e

HI. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN

01 TYPE

tort

,,

02 COMMENTS

IV. PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS

01 TYPE Q GROUND O AERIAL 02 »g cusToor OF £"** £". 22"w^L . P? i'1-e.̂
INvfit ot QtgtruittGf* Ol rttiî tiumt'

03 MAPS 04 LOCATION OF MAPS / .
B YES / J C /C C ""/ - / "^ wJ r **r / ^ 'J& 191 S)A ̂  -* X^ C/ /^ /***• C- . \4f fuf . o • O - *^ . r O po G(fCii? l\ * C- "' wyx-S / ^ff^~- f ' "P^ t~~ ' *~- / — LWC. . r^/ JC-^a NO r j f I / i r

V. OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED ("«.»<«. «™r« *.«»««, /

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION rc« <PK»C r.r.r»,c.s . , . ir.it *.. «T<J. «i«y». rw>on>;

/^ £' — • T~ r
^ *£ £- i 1/̂ 7 C . '1 '€, -^*i ~rt>^ /n a-rJO^}

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)



_ «.-~m POTENTIAL HAZAP
Af-RA SITE INSPECT
^*^** ** PARTB-OPERAT

II. CURRENT OPERATOR »^o-». »*«.,.« <«>«,,*«.„

01N"- f?/<™ i"-S^4aSc t̂r

03 STREET ADDRESS f O fc». «fD». .re j

05 CITY

08 YEARS OF OPERATION

06STAT

OB NAME OF OWNER

02 D+B NUMBER

04 SIC CODE

E 07 ZIP CODE

III. PREVIOUS OPERA TOR(S) ttMimftiitevalm. pro** em, »MI»,,M ImxowfHH

01 NAME

uWJoo Carp, -
03 STREET ADORESS'fF.O «c

05 CITY 1

08 YEARS OF OPERATION

UilCntuin
01 NAME

Pa<*« 6

Liar* nee NeghoW5
x.RFQt.ttt.) '

oe STATE

02 D+B NUMBER

04 SIC CODE

. 07 ZIP CODE

OB NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD

,p.-faM;
03 STREET ADDRESSED »o. HFOi. »K ) '

06 CITY i

08 YEARS OF OPERATION

C .
b€Cr» opef

i 0t%e/~ po-

08 YEARS OF OPERATION

06 STATE

UhKn*w«

02 D+B NUMBER

\Xi\\Li\oMf\
04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

f

08 NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD

/yiau w<u>4_ fl'So

-o-fe-J by

r^es

32 D+B NUMBER

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

OB NAME OF OWNER DURING THIS PERIOD

IV. SOURCES OF INFORMATION ,a>. ««*:,*.'.«..

Non

PAX-k

tazsc

• S/Ve 1

^ flctcrJt*

-n— />n J5L AT- 0/)6

j dated W™\ >h.

f-t'l-C 3+i+Q-

IDOUS WASTE SITt '• IDENTIFICATION

RON REPORT " "7 "tofSVuq?/?!
OR INFORMATION . r1- *-. . *^ Via 7 1 7 5 f it*

OPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY „***.».,
10 NAME

MO ME
11 D+B NUMBER

1 2 STREET ADDRESS if O Bo, HFDI. >ic i

14 CITY 16 STATE

13 SIC CODE

16 ZIP CODE

PREVIOUS OPERATORS' PARENT COMPANIES (»WP.c.wj

10NAME

M o /f « o \fJin
11 D+B NUMBER

1 2 STREET ADDRESS (P O *». DfD «. .tc j

14CHY 15 STATE

13 »C CODE

16 ZIP CODE

10 NAME 11 D+B NUMBER

1 2 STREET ADDRESS IP O fio RFD • .lc ,

14 CITY 15 STATE

1 3 SIC CODE

16 ZIP CODE

i

10 NAME 11 D+B NUMBER

12 STREET ADDRESS (PO Bo. RFDt. .re ;

14 CITY 15 STATE

13 SIC CODE

16 ZIP CODE

• B .. «•(• •»«. l*nph tmlfUt. itfortll

Ct 7 C» -f-i fQ_ lf)TOfitlCLTl'OVJ -^T^C^ tH(t-r+€-ll (jJG £ Q/jTo

Ouine.r, op £. reJrof̂  or Qfsfy h^rCd & fj ?1' 6 T

•t-ime,. ~Z+ /'S oyiKnoujh i-f- Ae /s C^rr-en^

e Site,-

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)



^ __ _ POTENTIAL HAZ A
AvFPA 8ITE INSPEC
^^*-i *» PART7-OWNE

II. CURRENT OWNERS)
31 NAME

$frij Ke r In4er n q -fr ontJ JJ,t
02 D+B NUMBER

t/l«|CflOUJ*O

03 STREET ADDRESS IP O *>• HfDt. *rc ) 04 SIC CODE 1

3^ / £ • fCcr? £lnc\Ton V
05 CITY . -' 06 STATE

CniCftaO ^L,
01 NAME J

07 ZIP CODE

^6^02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS (f 0 fc.. »fl)».«c I 04SCCODE

05 CITY 06 STATE

01 NAME

07 ZIP CODE

02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS if.o fc» .HFDt.uc, 04SCCODE

OS CITY 06 STATE

01 NAME

07 ZIP CODE

02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS if o *» HFDt. tic i 04 SIC CODE

OS CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

HI. PREVIOUS OWNERCSlrL.f.nw.K.niMu
01 NAME 02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IP 0 tc, HFDt. ,K , 04 SIC CODE I

05CTTY 1 06 STATE

u *
Î S ^M

OTA*^1 CLone^i tfi flw M<UJ -̂

07 ZIP CODE

02 D-fB NUMBER

/•>.,. cj- 1 _ . -. i 04SICCODEt:)C/s-Ka prior" -/-o

/ / /

01 NAME

07 ZIP CODE

02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS (' O •». ft'O ». Mc.j 04 SIC CODE

OSCTTY O6 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

BOGUS WASTE SITE (.IDENTIFICATION
TION REPORT °lfT/Tt '
R INFORMATION

)?SITENUMBCR

PARENT COMPANY ,««*K.M,
01 NAME OB D+B NUMBER

1 0 STREET ADDRESS if O la. taut ,,c ,

12 CITY 13 STATE

08 NAME

1 1 SIC CODt

1 4 ZIP CODE

09 D-fB NUMBER

10 STREET ADDRESS if O «o<. HFDt uc I

12 CITY 13 STATE

06 NAME

1 1 SIC CODE

14 ZIP CODE

OB D-fB NUMBER

10 STREET ADDRESS <PO •». dfO». «fc ;

12 CITY 13 STATE

OB NAME

1 1 SIC CODE

1 4 ZIP CODE

09D+BNUMBER

1 0 STREET ADDRESS if O Bo. RFD* tic i

12 CITY 13 STATE

1 1 SIC CODE

14 ZIP CODE

IV. REALTY OWNERS) ,»«,Pk̂  «i™,,.-.c.o,̂ ,,
01 NAME .

W/T
02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS If O Bo. «f 0 . «ic i

05 CITY 06 STATE

01 NAME

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

02 D-fB NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS If O »». P.FD t. uc.l

OS CITY O6 STATE

1 NAME

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

02 D-fB NUMBER 1

3 STREET ADDRESS (P.O. ft». KFDl. MC 1

OS CITY 06 STATE

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION r«. vwenc nr.n/icM. >.f . <ui« *.i. «»np*. mtfyu. rapottj

• "3-Crfj Fif€. -TnTO- • S/-/d 3*i£p£C-b'crt 1 3+T^€.f(J i t «-J **^ S"~~9~ov

• £ «»/ (£". J-n .̂ r t •€. ~Lf\TO • Uht) vSm/4(-» (^ (£\£-hr\) knd \JAC\\. ihcrS-t

EPA FORM 2070-13 (7-61)



^ -.-̂  . POTENTIAL HAZAI
ApPA SITE INSPEC
^rkl r~* PART9-GENERATOR/TR/

»nOUfiWARTFSITF (.IDENTIFICATION

TION REPORT °xF\n t̂5S<l*itL
LNSrORTER IhirOnUATION J'- ' Of>lf7'f70/flP

II. ON-SITE GENERATOR
01 NAME

foOME
02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IPO »o, BfD. .it )

05 CITY 06 STATE

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

III. OFF-SITE GENERATORS)
01 NAME

See /Wodwuwif fl
02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IP O ftu MFC*. «c )

05 CITY 06 STATE

01 NAME

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IP O Bo, *FD». we )

/
05 CITY 06 STATE

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

01 NAME 02D+BNUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IP O Bo,. KfDi. we ) 04 SIC CODE

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IP O Bo, KFD t. .re J 04 SIC CODE

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

IV. TRANSPORTER(S)
01 NAME

Various Transporters
02 D+B NUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS iP.O BOM. KFD I. .lc J '

05 CITY 06 STATE

01 NAME

Mr. Print, 2»c.

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

02 D+B NUMBER

UftHnau'A
03 STREET ADDRESS iP.O •»«. HFDt. MC 1

C/f)J£>7flH>»1
05 CITY 1 06 STATE

i- 7

04 SIC CODE

07 ZIP CODE

v

01 NAME 02 D+B NUMBER

Strap H&u/«/'f Lianfd b'^- t/rtl^w«wjK\
03 STREET ADDRESS IP O Bo,. HFOt. Mt 04 SIC CODE

t/h K.n own
05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

fttdtrdak !<L V
01 NAME 02D+BNUMBER

03 STREET ADDRESS IP. 0 *>.. HFD •. .re ) . 04 StC CODE

05 CITY 06 STATE 07 ZIP CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION ic«. VK«C ™/.̂ c.i. • B . .w« n» umpo **,»«. «wt.;

• IE/'/) F/le 2*X.
fuel. 3:ePi4- 1>LP6 ^T^O^V

•E4E Fib. Î L.

» Ji'/e. ~Z* Spe c-l-ft>n j^t^^ft.

fikon fept>rtS

tftut dh S'-'i-tt* v!*^ b*r> Sr»iM> CP'-t-k'd

a*J Ja.̂ 1^ ThorSfr^

EPAFORM 2070 13(7-61)



•

-

_ __ POTENT

%rFPA sr
k^fc*i ** PARTN

|A< HAZARDOUS WASTF StTF L «*NTIFICATION
FE INSPECTION REPORT °' "J76 VIST /̂ <?/

PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

01 D A WATER SUPPLY CLOSED
04 DESCRIPTION

fU
01 D B TEMPORARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D C PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D D SPILLED MATERIAL REMOVED
M 04 DESCRIPTION

01 D E CONTAMINATED SOIL REMOVED
04 DESCRIPTION

ri
r
1

01 D F WASTE REPACKAGED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D G WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D H ON SITE BURIAL
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D 1 M SfTU CHEMICAL TREATMENT
04 DESCRIPTION

r OI C J. IN STTU BIOLOGICAL TREATMENT
04 DESCRIPTION

r 01 D K IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D L ENCAPSULATION
f 04 DESCRIPTION

01 D M EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D N CUTOFF WALLS
04 DESCRIPTION

1
1 01 D O EMERGENCY DIKING/SURFACE WATER DIVERSIO

04 DESCRIPTION

01 D P. CUTOFF TRENCHES/SUMP
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D Q SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL
04 DESCRIPTION

N

02 DATE 03 AGPNCV

0
02 DATE (1.1 4GENCY

02 DATE 03 AGENCY

02 DATE 03 AGENCY

02 DATE 03 AGENCY

0? DATE 03 AGENCY

02 DATE 03 AGENCY

09 DATF 03 AGENCY

0? DATF 03 AGENCY

n? DATF 03 AGENCY

02 DATE 03 AGENCY

05-DATF O3 AGENCY

07 DATF 03 AGENCY

0? DATE 03 AGENCY

0? DATE 03 AGENCY

02 DATE 03 AGENCY

09 DATF 03 ARFNCY

13(7-81)



^ -.-~. POTENTIAL HAZARDOU
CvFP/X 8ITE INSPECTION
^rfc-' ** PART 10- PAST RESPON

S WASTE SITE
REPORT
5E ACTIVITIES

L 0ENTIFICATION
01 61 ATE JO? STTE NUMBER

II PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES mm***

01 O R BARRIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED
04 DESCRIPTION

A
01 O S CAPPING/COVERING
04 DESCRIPTION

01 O T. BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D U GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 O V. BOTTOM SEALED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 O W GAS CONTROL
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D X FIRE CONTROL
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D Y. LEACHATE TREATMENT
04 DESCRIPTION

01 O Z AREA EVACUATED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D 1. ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D 2. POPULATION RELOCATED
04 DESCRIPTION

01 D 3. OTHER REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES
04 DESCRIPTION

V

02 DATE

Jfl
02 DATE

02 DATE

03 ARFNCV

03 ARPMTV

O.a ARFWT.V

02 DATF na AGFNCY

02 DATE

02 DATE

02 DATE

02 DATE

02 DATE

02 DATE

02 DATE

02 DATE

f

oa ARFWT.V

03 AGENCY

03 AGENCY

O3 AGFNCY

03 AGFNCY

03 AGFNCY

03 AGENCY

03 AGFNRV

•

HI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (C«. vtcHx nivtncn. • g . int. MM u/npo «Wrw. itfonii

^Jtti^l/C ThcrSGn

EPAFORM 207013(7-81)



vvEPA
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 11 • ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

L IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE 07 SITE NUMBER - ,

H. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

01 PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION § YES UNO

02 DESCRIPTION Of FEDERAL. STATE. LOCAL REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION-̂

of $b

innsmA,4io'\

;kt

Ml. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (CK. .s.««t.(«i,»*npi.«ntyW,

S/k.

EPAFORM 2070 13(7-111)



Immediate Removal Action Check Sheet

Fire and Explosion Hazard

Flammable Materials

Explosives

Incompatable Chemicals

Direct Contact with Acutely Toxic Chemicals

Site Security

Leaking Drums or Tanks

Open Lagoons or pits __

Materials on Surface

,62.Proximity of Population

Evidence of Casual Site Use

Contaminated Water Supply

Exceeds 10 Day Snarl \J f\

Gross Taste or Odors UA

Alternate Water Available

Potential Contamination es

Is the site abandoned or active?

Nigh Moderate Low

X

X

X

5





PaaAon Landfills

2 1

not Included

•oology and environment, Inc.
Ill WUT MOKtOH KXJLEVMV

'1:24000
SITEMAP RKVISKO 1973DATE, 1965

PAXTON 1 and 2

Quadrangle: Lake Calumet, IL



STONY ISLAND AVE.

ftEPLAMENT WELLS

WASTE MANASCMCNT , *JC.
IKTCRLAKE LANOTILL SITE

tl! r {. IISTH ST.

•f«S

6119

LAND tt LAKES LANDFILL

LE6END
/

• MAY 198) SOIL BORIN6 LOCATION
I

$ EXISTING MONITOR WELL LOCATION

^ WESTON MONITOR WELL LOCATION

Legend
ISWIl Approximate Locations ot Weston
g îiiiia Piezometer Installations

6ttS
fc«

cior

6124

••46

G2SD

LECHATE WELL
G2SF

B-SG
•NOT
INCLUDED-

G27F

.U0tu-v

L
1

G270

620 S (
6200 <

•

_J

G26F

G26D

6104 622S

B-IG I
I

Gioe
fe

62IS G2ID

622D

119 TH ST.

B-2G

NORTH

SCALEi

NYC S ST L RAILI
(1 YATES AVE.)

LOCATIONS OF MONITOR WELLS INSTALLED AT PAXTON LANDFILLS 1 AND 2 AND LHL +2 INCLUDING

WELLS INSTALLED BY WESTON. INC. 1985-86

ecology and environment, inc.
111 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

CHICAGO, IL 60604

SITEMAP

MONITOR WELL LOCATIONS

PMton (File)"
SCALE: NA

PROJECT NO.:
RO5-83O3-01F SHEET OF SHEETS



Parcel 1 Parcel 3

\ * \

[116thSt

C.O)

fett

86)

y

u

Paxtoife

Paxton 2: Parcels 1.2. and 3

(X reference-

a i v - .
Ka^ b-eew Con Sd// J«4€<l awo
•Ke ru>r-»i\ loo 4W-I- of

L I

I
5 Acres J^ 5" Acres

Parcel 2

I

Paxton 1

LHL2

ftcftS

119thSt

MY.CXandST.LRR.

and
Yates Ave.

N

ecology and environment, inc
111 WEST JACKSON BOULEVARD

CHICAGO, !L 60604

Paxton 1

Paxton 2:Parcel and Trench Locations
SITEMAP

6-19-86

PROJECT NO: R05-8303-01F
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FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET Page!

.DATE

TIME P.M.

DIRECTION: N NNE®ENE
E ESE SE SSE
s ssw sw wsw
W UNW NW NNW

WEATHER

SITE

TDDI

H

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE IDI (if applicable)
tOf\ _

DESCRIPTION: JH o/ Pq x+on XL

DATE

TIME P.M.

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE SE SSE
S SSW SW WSW
W

WEATHER
fa \Anl

nSITE PQx.fo/i
TDDf

JI

PHOTOGRAPHED BY

SAMPLE ID? (if applicable)
Afl _

DESCRIPTION: TT



FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET Page ,0

.DATE

TIME )D-: S5~ P.M.

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE SE SSE

<3>ssw sw wsw
W WNW NW NNW

WEATHER

SITE

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE ID! (If applicable)

DESCRIPTION: Parcel Latadf.il

I

I

I

I

I

ih
I

DATE

TIME A.M. P.M.

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE SE SSE
s ssw<®wsw
W WNW NW NNW

WEATHER C

"X

TDDf

PHOTOGRAPHED BY

SAMPLE ID? (if applicable)

DESCRIPTION: ff) 3T L f l M d f l l l .



FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET Page 3

I

DATE
TIME />V-. P.M.

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE £D SSE
s ssw sw wsw
W WNW NW NNW

WEATHER Ck«Lr.
iW .

SITE

TOD*
PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

S AMPLE IDf (if applicable)

DESCRIPTION: 0irceL it' XL

I

DATE

TIME

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE SE SSE
S SSW SW WSW

( ) W N W NW NNW

WEATHER

SITE

cY •

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE ID# (if applicable)

DESCRIPTION:

fhc L

u



FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET Page

DATE 5~ *?-

TIME _£

DIRECTION: GDNNE NE ENE
E ESE SE SSE
s ssw sw wsw
W WNW NW NNW

WEATHER f . Clear

TDOI 3-

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE IDI (if applicable)
flfl

DESCRIPTION:

I
I
I
I
I
I

DATE 5- ̂ -

TIME

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE <SD SSE
S SSW SW WSW
W WNW NW NNW

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE ID# (if applicable)

DESCRIPTION: X



FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET Page

DATE

TIME ;oo P.M.

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE
E ESE SE SSE
s sswcs&wsw
W WNW NW NNW

WEATHER 70* f.
PL v\t(

SITE Pa

TDD*

<~4

"T.

PHOTOGRAPHED BY

SAMPLE IDI (If applicable)

DESCRIPTION: Parcel HL 0± Law(A4ill

if

DATE

TIME / / : o 3
DIRECTION: N NNE® ENE

E ESE SE SSE
S SSW SW WSW
W WNW NW NNW

WEATHER

P.M.

SITE

TDDf

u

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE ID# (if applicable)

DESCRIPTION: located



FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

PATE

TIME / / ; / Q

DIRECTION: (J)NNE <S> ENE
E ESE SE SSE
s ssw a* wsw
w

WEATHER L̂OlF

P.M.

SITE PQ

TDDI

TE

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:
^oth flto r\

SAMPLE IDf (1f applicable)
Hft

DESCRIPTION:

*
I

t-ar M t y Pa jeto/\ JI

to fk* AJg. Oujaci /U;

Paxton H kcwdfill 4o the

|&r

I

I

I

I

I

I



FIELD PHOTOGRAPHY LOG SHEET

I BATE

• TIME J1115: P.M.

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

I

DIRECTION: N NNE NE ENE

(S)SSW SW WSW
W NNW NW NNW

WEATHER TO" F C.\t«.r

1-
SITE

TDOI

T QvioL

PHOTOGRAPHED BY:

SAMPLE 101 (If applicable)
flrt

DESCRIPTION:

i />Ca
LM.L



CarcfihaT



Attachment B - Information on History of Paxton I

Source: Illinois Environmental Protection Agency File
Information



I. DESCRIPTION OF POLLUTION SOURCE . .

The Paxton Land Fill Corporation owns and operates a refuse disposal

facility located west of Torrence Avenue, between 116th and 122nd Streets,

In Chicago, Cook County, Illinois. (For relative location, see maps,

pages 1 and 2. See also map, page 28.) (For proof of ownership, see

1971 Permit Application, page 7.) The legal description of tfte site is

as follows:

Within the Northeast Quarter of the Northwest Quarter of
Section 24 of Township 37 -forth, Range 14 East of the
Third Principal Ivferidian in Cook County, Illinois, (see
page 4.)

The site began operations sometime in late 1970 or early 1971 (see

January 22, 1971, letter, page 3, and February 4, 1971, letter, pages 4

and 5). It did not, however, receive a permit to operate until June

20, 1971 (see Permit #1971-23, pages 29 and 30). The total size of tie

permitted site is 42.5 acres (see page 8). The site accepts garbage

and industrial refuse, including liquid wastes. Current Agency estimates

are that the site accepts about 2,500 cubic yards of solid waste and

about 100,000 gallons of liquids daily (reference: K. Bechely telephone

call to site manager on April 21, 1977.) The site is open five and v

one-half days per week (until about 12:00 noon) on Saturdays.

The Paxton Land Fill Corporation (Paxton) is an Illinois corporation

whose president and registered agent is:

Herman Roberts
12201 S. Oglesby Avenue
Cnicago, Illinois 60633
(Reference: Certified List of Domestic and Foreign Corporations,
1974.)
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A check by telephone (on September 13, 1976) with the Corporations Division

of tbe Office of the Secretary of State revealed that Paxton was

incorporated on May 23, 1970. Parton was in good standing at the time

of the check.

II. AGSHCT HISTORY

Aa noted above, Parton began operating late in 1970 or early in

.1971. .The Agency notified Parton that a permit was necessary on

January 22, 1971 (see page 3). An application for permit was received

by the Agency on February 26, 1971, and thereafter reviewed (see

Application for Permit, pages 6 through 20; note, plan sheets are

included as Appendix B). Permit #1971-23 to install and operate a

solid waste disposal site was issued by the Agency on June 23, 1971

(see Permit #1971-23, pages 29 and 30). That perndt contained, as

Special Condition #2, the following:

Any disposal of liquid wastes at this facility will require
prior written approval from this Agency. (See page 30).

Early operations at the site were conducted in general compliance

with the Environmental Protection Act and the Solid V/aste Rules and

Regulations (see January 3» 1972, letter, page 31, and Site Survey, page

31a). As will be shown below, however, operations at the site deteriorated

thereafter. This deterioration occurred in all aspects of the sitê

operation. The Agency is concerned about these aspects, of course.

However, the Agency is primarily concerned about liquid and hazardous

wastes accepted without a permit, wastes accepted and handled in

violation of permit conditions and operation in an unpermittad area.
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Paxton's dealings with the Agency in regard to acceptance of liquid

and/or hazardous wastes began as early as Septenber, 1972 (see

correspondence, paged 32 and 33). Tne Agency informed Paxton generally

that liquids could be accepted under supplemental permit and that

supplemental permits could be issued if certain specific information

were supplied (see September 20, 1972, letter, page 34). Thereafter,

certain correspondence transpired between Paxton and the Agency (see

pages 35 through 43)» which resulted in the issuance of Supplemental

Permit ssO.972-13 on November 3, 1972 (see page £5). Supplemental Permit

#1972-13 contained certain conditions precedent before it became operative.

Since these conditions were not net within the required tine, the Agency

believes #1972-13 was never validated and, therefore, is no longer

effective. The nonitoring system called for in the permit was not

approved and installed within 120 days (see June 6, 1973, letter, page 53,

and previous correspondences, pages 44 through 52). (Note: Engineering

Drawing attached to February 13, 1973, letter is included as Appendix C;

Plan Sheet attached to May 21, 1973, letter is included as Appendix D.)

In addition, later correspondence shows that background parameter results

were not submitted within 30 days as required by the June 6, 1973*

letter (see pages 54 through 60). (Note: It may be argued that the

Agency's actions may estop it from asserting that this permit (£1972-13)

is invalid. However, the Agency informed Parton that no liquids could

be accepted until the conditions were fully met (see Inarch 21, 1973,

letter, page 48), and later informed Paxton it believed this pernit was

probably invalid (see April 14| 1976, letter, pages 134 through 1£L).

£ven if Supplemental Perr.it //1972-13 is considered valid, it must be
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limited to specifio quantities of liquids from only two generators,

Ingersoll Products and Cargill Processing (see page 40). The permit

specifically included reference to an October 20, 1972, letter

incorporated thereby, which letter excluded wastes from Welded Tube

(see page 40).)

Correspondence between Paxton and the Agency continued over the

subject of the need for supplemental permits for liquid wastes in *

July, 1973. At that time, ITT Harper Incorporated was issued a permit

to transport liquid sludge to Paxton (see pages 61 and 62). As a

Special Condition of that perndt, the permittee could not talce the

sludge to the site until it had the requisite supplemental permit (see

page 62). At that time, Paxton did not have such a supplemental permit

(see notes, pages 63 and 64), and the Agency informed Paxton of the

need for such a permit (see July 30, 1973» letter, page 65, and

August 1, 1973, note, page 66). On July 11, 1973, Caterpillar Tractor

Company was issued a permit to transport liquid sludge to Paxton or

JJ.S.L. Landfill (see pages 67 and 68). Again the Agency informed

Paxton of the need for a supplemental permit (see August 2, 1973,

letter, page 69). On October 26, 1973, Teletype Corporation was also

issued a permit to transport liquid wastes to Paxton (see pages 70 and

71). Agency surveillance of the site during this period, however,
---indicates that Paxton was not accepting large quantities of liquid and/or

hazardous wastes as it had in the past and would in the future (see

October 23, 1973, memo, page 72).
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Beginning in April, 1974* Parton began Inquiries to the Agency

as to supplemental permits for disposal of the ITT Harper sludge (see

letter, page 73). Inrough an exchange of letters, the Agency informed

Paxton of the information required before a supplemental permit could

be issued, as well as Parton1 s agreement to supply suoh information

and obtain the required permits (see pages 74 through 84).

Since 1974, Paxton has applied for and received fifteen (15)

supplemental permits for the disposal of special wastes (i.e., liquid

and/or hazardous wastes and sludges (see Inventory of Supplemental

Permits, page 86 and April 14, 1976, letter, pages 134 through 141).

These permits were issued at different times and with different

expiration dates (see Supplemental Permits, pages BB through 133).

All of the permits expired by February 9, 1977 (see Times Log of

Supplemental Permits, page 37), By letter dated April 14, 1976, the

Agency informed Paxton of nunieroua problems it had found with relation

to Paxton1 o handling of special wastes, and announced it would no

longer issue any supplemental permits for special wastes (see page

135). Paxtou responded and admitted the problems and announced that

it would start a new program to improve its operations, especially

with regard to special wastes (see pages 142 and 143» as well as

letter of Paxton*s attorney, pages 147 and 143). However, the Agency

was not convinced of Paxton's sincerity (see pages 144 and 145). And,

as will be shown below, the Agency's distrust was well-founded.

Another area of concern has been Paxton's operation of its sanitary

landfill in an unperndtted area. As early as January 16, 1976, the

Agency inforined Paxton1 s attorney of the need for a permit for the
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now area (see Telephone Converoation Record, page 146). Tills telephone

conversation was, In fact, a follow-up to a January 3, 1976, warning

letter (page 203). Some tire early in 1976, Paxton was out of space in

their permitted 42.5 acre site. Tney subsequently merely moved to

an adjacent piece of property, owned by it but not permitted by the

Agency, and continued their operations there (see inspection memo,

page 282). Paxton investigaged the need for an additional permit

(see letter, pages 147 and 14C), and, finding it needed one, asked

the Illinois State Geological Survey for its opinion of the new site

(see letter, page 149. The attachments to that letter and tiie Design

Study Report are Included as Appendix E). Thereafter, the Survey responded

by letter (see pages 150 and 151). Further correspondence from Paxton

between February and May, 1976, (pages 152, 153 and 154) detailed their

progress on finishing a permit application. Beginning in September, 1976,

the Agency began warning Paxton in a more serious vein that operations

were continuing and a pernit had not been issued (see pages 156 through

159). 3y letter dated October 27, 1976, Paxton's engineers informed

the Agency that an application would be filed In about two (2) weeks

(oee letter, page 160. The attachment to the October 27, 1976, letter is

included as Appendix F). The application for penrdt, however, was not

received until January 27, 1977 (see Application for Permit, pages 161

through 1S2. Attachments Including plans and specifications and a Soils

Raport are included as Appendix G). On February 1, 1977, the Agency

denied this application as incomplete (aee denial letter, page 1#3).

Tne application was incomplete because Paxton had not submitted the
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land use data required by the Carlson decision. The requisite land

use data was submitted on March 11, 1977, and is included as Appendix II.

To date no permit to develop the new area has been issued by the Agency,

and an operating permit cannot be issued until all development work required

is completed.

In addition to the many warnings and notifications mentioned above

in this narrative, the Agency has sent numerous warning letters to Paxton.

Taese warning letters detailed the violations noted during inspection

visits. During the time in question, the Agency has sent at least

fifteen (15) warning letters detailing operational violations (see pages

184 through 208).

III. VIOLATIONS

The allegations to be included in the Cojnplaint are as follows:

A. That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, has caused or

allowed the development of any new solid waste management site without

a Development Permit issued by the Agency, in violation of Section 2l(e)

of the Environmental Protection Act (111. Rev. Stat., 1975, Ch. 111J,

Sec. 1O01 et seq. ) (Act) and Rule 201 of Chapter 7: Solid Waste Rules

and Regulations of the Illinois Pollution Control Board (Chapter 7).

The following evidence substantiates this violation for the

corresponding dates:

1. April 23, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengron dated April 23,
1976, indicating that Paxton had moved over ,to tue west
of the perrdtted araa (see page 2&J);
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b. One (l) photograph taken by Bob Wengrow on April 23,
1976, showing operations in new area and recently excavated
tronoh (page 284), as well as site sketch showing location
of photograph (page 283).

2. May 7, 1976

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated May 7, 1976, with
notation that present operating trench is being extended
north (see page 285).

3. June 29, 1976

a. Inspection nemo by Robert Wengrow dated June 29* 1976,
indicating operation was extended to second trench of un-
permitteu araa and implying further development work had been
done (i.e., cutting of second trench)(see page 291).

4. October 20, 1976

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Beohely dated October 20,
1976, indicating operations were now being conducted in
third trench and implying that development work (i.e.,
excavating of third trench) had occurred (sec page 292).

b. Memo by Ken Bechely dated October 26, 1976, detailing
visit of October 20, 1976, wherein it was observed that
a third trench had apparently been excavated and was in use
(see pages 293» 294).

5. January 25, 1977

a. Inspection reported by Kenneth Bechely dated January 25,
1977, indicating that operations were now being conducted in
fourth trench of the new, unperinitted area (see page 295).
If such operations had moved to the fourth trench, the exca-
vation of that trench would have had to have been accomplished
previously.

3. Tnat Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, has caused or

allowed the use or operation of a solid waste managenent site without

an Operating Permit issued by the Agency, in violation of Section 2l(e)

of the Act and Rule 202(a) of Chapter 7. (Kota: Since this violation

involves a new area, albeit contiguous to the old, permitted area, a

violation of Pazle 202(a) and not 202(b), of Chapter 7 has been alleged.)
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Ttie following evidence substantiates this violation for the corres-

ponding dates:

1. April 23, 1976 .

a. Inspection nemo by Bob Wengrow dated April 23, 1976, indl
eating that Paxton had moved over to the west of the permitted

. area and was operating Illegally there (page 282).

2. May 7, 1976

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Dechely dated May 7, 1976,
indicating operations were in unpernittad area just west of
permitted site (seo pa&e 235);

b. Inspection memo by Ken Qechely dated JJay 7, 1976, detailing
interview with Ray Huui, site supervisor in which Mr. Iludi ad-
mitted that operations had extended to on unperiaittad area
(see page 286);

c. T.vo (2) photographs taken by Ken Bechely on May 7, 1976,
showing deposition of refuse in unperritted area, and note of
1C. Bechelyts Identifying pictures as being outside permitted
sito boundaries (see page 2<$7 and 237a);

d. Site sketch by Ken Beoholy showing location of operations
outside boundary of permitted site, as well as location of
photos discussed in (3) above (see page 288);

e. Memo by Ken Bechely dated Lfey 10, 1976, explaining inspec-
tion of May 7, 1976, in which Mr. tfudi admitted to Becnely that
he was conducting his operations in an unpemdtted area (see
page 289).

3. May 13, 1976

a. Memo of observation by Robert Wcngrow dated May 13, 1976,
in which operations were observed In unpersdtted area (see
page 290).

4. June 29, 1976

a. Inspection report by R. A. Y/en^row dated June 29, 1976, in-
dicating that operations were now beintj conducted in toe second
trench of the new site (see page 291).
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5. October 29, 1976

a. Inspection report by K. Beehely dated October 20, 1976,
indicating that operations were still continuing in unpermitted
area, i.e., in the third trench, and that liquids and solids
were being deposited therein (see page 292);

b. hfeno by Ken Bechely dated October 26, 1976, of October 20,
1976, visit indicating present operation was being conducted
about three trenches west of pcrrdtted si to boundary on that
date (see pages 293 and 294).

6. January 25, 1977 ; -•- . • •••

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated January 25, 1977,
indicating site's daily operation, including liquid and solid
waste disposal, was being conducted in fourth trench of unper-
nitted area (see page 295);

b. Three (3) photographs taken by Ken flechely on January 25,
1977, showing liquid wastes being deposited and one (1) photo-
graph showing garbage being dumped, all in the unpcrnitted area
(see pages 296 and 297).

7. January 26, 1977

a. Two (2) photographs taken by Kenneth Btchely on January 26,
1977, showing recently deposited refuse in unpernitted area,
and one (1) photograph of liquids being dumped in the new
site (see pâ es 299 and 300).

8. February 7, 1977

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated February 7, 1977,
indicating operations were being conducted in the fourth trench
of the new, unperaivted area (see page 301);

b. One (1) photograph taken by Kenneth Bechely on February 7,
1977, showing liquids being deposited into tne fill face of
the new site, and one (l) photograph shoving recently deposited
refuse being pushed down the face of the fourth trench (see
page 302);

c. Memo by Ken Bechely dated February 10, 1977, of February 7,
1977, inspection Indicating operations conducted in fourth
trench west of boundary of unperndtted area (see page 304).

C. Tuat Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, has caused or

allowed operation of a sanitary lancifill without having each raquirensnt

of this Part (Part III) perforrced, in violation of Ilule 301 of Chapter 7.
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The evidence listed below in the other ParaGraphs of this
Violations Section is sufficient to prove this violation as
well.

D. That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, failed to deposit

all rafuse into the toe of the fill or the bottom of the trench, in

violation of Rule 303(a) of Chapter 7.

The following evidence substantiates the violation for the... . \ . .. .

corresponding dates:

1. October $, 1973

a. Inspection merao by Kenneth 3echely datad October 5, 1973,
indicating that refuse was not deposited into the toe (see
page 209);

b. One (l) photograph taken by Xeu Beeheiy on October 5,
1973» showing refuse being disposed (page 211).

2. February 4, 1974

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely Indicating refuse not
being deposited at toe (i.e., should be froc bottom up)

214);

b. One (l) photo 'jrapli taken by Ken Bechely (pare 216)
showini: that refuse was not beinp deposited in the toe.

3.

a. Inspection report by Robert V.'erwrow dat'id March 11 /
1974, inoi eating refuse was being deposited frorc 'top
down1 instead of into bottom (see page i-17).

April 18, 1974

a. Inspection report by Kan Bechcly dated April 18, 1974,
indicating refuse not deposited at bottom (i.e., 'but not
uphill' )(paee 213);

b. Two (2) photographs taken by Ken Dechely 0:1 April 18,
1974 (see page 222) showing that refuse had not been
daposited at the toe (first photo) and was not being
deposited at the botton (second photo).
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5. May 2, 1974

a. Inspection report dated May 2, 1974, by Rene Van Somereu
indicating refuse was not being deposited at the bottom
(page 223).

6. June 11, 1974

a. One (l) photograph taken by Robert Wengrovr on June 11,
1974, showing that refuse had not been deposited at the
toe of the slope (page 229).

7. 'July 2, 1974 " '

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely datsd July 2, 1974, in-
dicating refuse pushed downhill (ooe page 230 )j

b. Ttoo (2) photographs taken by Ken Bechely on July 2,
1974 (page 232) showing refuse being deposited at too of
trench and pushed downhill, and site sketch showing
location of pictures (page 231).

8. September 4, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated September 9,
1974, indicating refuse deposited down slope (page 234).

9. September 16, 1974

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated September 16,
1974, indicating refuse deposited downhill (page 235))

b. T»o (2) photographs taken by Xen Beohely on September 16,
1974, indicating refuse deposited downhill (page 237),
and site el:etch showing location of photographs (page 236).

10. October 1, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated October 1,
1974, indicating refuse deposited from top to bottom
(page 240).

11. October 16, 1974

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated October 16,
1974, indicating refuse not spread and compacted uphill
(page 241).
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12. January 23, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert VJenftrow datod January 23,
1975, Indicating refuse spread and compacted downhill
(page 250).

13. February 3, 1975

a. Inspection juemo by Rene Van Someren dated February 3,
1975, Indicating refuse spread and coKpactsd from top
down (page 252).

. 14. February 6, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow datsd February 6,
1975, Indicating refuse deposited on top (page 253).

15. April .16, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert V/engrow dated April 16,
1975, showing refuse had not been deposited at toe of
slope (page 254).

16. /.fay 26, 1975

a. Inspection report by Ken Beehely dated May 26, 1975,
showing refuse not deposited at toe of slope (pape 257).

17. July 29, 1975

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely datod July 29,
1975, indicating refuse not deposited at too of slope
(page 261);

b. One (l) photograph taken by Kenneth Bechely on July 29,
1975, showiiiG refuse being deposited at top (paga 262).

18. December ia, 1975

a. Inspection report by itoburt V/engrow datsd December 18,
1975, showing re-fuse not deposited at toe (page 266).

19. February 4, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert 'Vengrov dat?=d February 4,
1976, with refuse not deposited at toe checked (page 270).

20. February 26, 1976

a. Inspection report by Charles Origalausi:! datod
Feburary 26, 1976, showing refuse not deposited at
toe of slope (page 274);
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b. One (l) photograph taken by diaries Griealauckl on
February 26, 1976, showing refuse had not been deposited
at toe (page 275).

21. March 8, 1976

a. Inspection report by Itobert Wengrow dated March 8,
1976, showing refuse had not been deposited at toe
(page 276).

22. March 22, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated March 22, 1976,
showing violation of "refuse deposited at too" rule (page 277).

b. One (l) photograph taken by Robert YJengrow on March 22,
1976, showing refuse deposited at top of slope (page 2tiO).

23. April 23, 1976 -

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated April 23» 1976,
with refuse not deposited at toe checked (page 281);

b. One (1) photograph taken on April 23, 197fc, showing that
refuse had not been deposited at toe (page 224 )» and site
cketcn showiiig location of photo (page 2£3).

24. May 7, 1976

a. Inspection report by Ken Sechely dated }J!ay 7, 1976, showing
refuse not deposited at toe violation checked (page 235);

b. Tffo (2) photographs taken by Kenneth Sechely on May 7, 1973,
showing refuse bein̂ ' deposited at top of trench (page 237) and
site sketch indicating location of photos (page 288).

25. October 20, 1976

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated October 20, 1976,
indicating refuse was not being deposited at the toe of the
slope (page 292).

26. January 25, 1976

a. Inspection report by Ken Qechely dated January 25, 1977,
showing refuse was not deposited at toe of slope (page 295);
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b. Two (2) photographs taken by Ken Bechely on January 25, 1977,
showing that refuse was not being (upper photo) and had not
been (lower photo) deposited at the toe of the slope (page 297).

27. January 26, 1977

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated January 26, 1977,
Indicating refuse not deposited at toe of slope (page 298);

b. Three (3) photographs taken by Ken Bechely on January 26, 1977,
indicating refuse had not been (first two photos) and was not
being (fourth photo) deposited at toe (pages 299, 300).

28. February 7, 1977

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated February 7, 1977,
indicating refuse not deposited at toe of slope (page 301);

bi One (1) photograph taken by Ken Bechely on February 7,
1977, showing that refuse had not been deposited at the toe of
the slope (page 302).

E, That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, failed to spread

and compact refuse as rapidly as it is deposited, in violation of Rule 303

(b) of Chapter 7.

Tue following evidence substantiates the violation for the
corresponding dates:

i

1. July 29, 1975

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated July 29, 1975, indi-
cating inadequate spreading and contacting (page 261). , •

2. February 4, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated February 4, 1976,
indicating inadequate spreading and compacting (page 270).

F. That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, failed to place

a compacted layer of at least six (6) inches of suitable earthen material

on all exposed refuse at the end of each day of operation, in violation

of Rule 305(a) of Chapter 7 and Sections 21(a) and 2l(b) of the Act.

T/ie following evidence substantiates the violation for
the corresponding dates:
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1. February 4, 1974

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated February 4, 1974,
indicating material from previous day was exposed and nore daily
cover was needed (page 214).

2. May M, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert tfenyrow dated L5ay 14, 1974, in-
dicating inadequate depth of daily cover (page 224).

3. January "23, 197?

a. Inspection report by Robert VJenrrow data 3 January 23, 1975,
showing that daily cover wao inadequate in dspth (i.e., patches
exposed north of present working area) (page 250).

4. July 29, 1975

a. Inspection report by Keiineth Bechely dated July 29, 1975,
showing inadequate daily cover (page 261).

5. Deoenber IS, 1975

a. Inspection report by itobert Wengrow dated December 13, 1975,
indicatiiic inadequate depth of daily cover over portion of araa
(page 266);

b. "too (2) photographs taken by Robert 'Vengrow on Deoenfoer 18,
1975, showing the inadequate depth of daily cover (pâ e 263),
and sita sketch showing location of photos (page 267).

6. Karoh 8, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated March 8, '1976',
showing daily cover was inadequate dopth (pags 276).

7. March 22, 1976

a. Inspection report by Ilobert T/en^row datad lv<areh 22, 1976,
indicating inadequate depth of daily cover (pa^re 277).

8. April 23, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert 'Ventjrow datod April 23, 1}7C,
indicating ir-adequate daily cover over portion (page 231).

9. :&y 7, 197iS

a. Inspection report by Kenneth 3echely dated f/!ay 7, 1976,
indicating daily cover was of Inadaquata depth over a portion
of the area
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G. That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, failed to

place a compacted layer of at least twelve (12) inches of suitable

material, at the end of each day's operation, in all but the final

lift, on all surfaces of the landfill where no additional refuse win

be deposited within 60 days, in violation of Rule 105(b) of Chapter 7.

The following evidence substantiates the violation for the
corresponding dates:

1. September 4i 1974

a. Inspection rsport by Robert Wengrow dated September 4, 1974,
indicating intercediate cover of inadequate depth (page 234).

2. December 3, 1974

a. Inspection roport by Robert Wenprow dated December 3,
1974, Indicating inadequate depth of intornadiata cover
(page 247).

3. January 23, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert Wencrow dated January 23, 1975,
indicating Inadequate depth of intermediate cover (i.e.,
exposed area) (pace 250).

4. February 6, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert Y/engrow dated February 6,
1975, indicating intermediate cover of inadequate depth
(page 253).

5. April 16, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated April 16, 1975,
indicating intermediate cover of inadequate deptn in portions
of required areas (page 254).

6. May 26, 1975

a. Inspection report by Ken Dechely datad May 26, 1575, indi-
cating tnterneuiate cover of inadequate depth in portions of
required areas (page 257).
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7. July 29, 1975

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated July 29, 1975, indi-
cating inadequate intermediate cover (page 261).

S. March 3, Ti976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated March 3, 1976,
indicating inadequate depth of interjnedifite cover (paje 27:>).

9. l&rch 22, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert ffen^row dato«i torch 22, 1976,
indicating intercsdiate cover was of inadequate depth (page 277).

10. April 23, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert V/enjroiv dat^-d April 23, 1976,
indicating inadequate depth of intoruiediata cover (page 231).

it. That Respondent, iraxton Land Fill Corporation, failed to place

a compacted layer of rot less than two (2) feet of suitable material

over the entire surface of each portion of the final lift rot lator than

60 days following the placement of refuse in the final lift, in violation

of Rule 305(c) of Chapter 7.

The following evidence substantiates the violation for
the corresponding dates:

1. February 4r 1974

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechaly dated February 4>
1974, indicating that additional areas need added final
cover (page 214).

2. March 11, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert VJengrow datiid J-farcii' .1, 1974,
indicating more final cover needed in soiro area (?ag3 217).

3. ftfay 2, 1974

a. Inspection report by Rene Van Soniaran datad iv-ay 2, 1974,
indicating sojne additional final cover needed on north end
(page 223).
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4. Hay 14, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrovr dated May 14, 1974,
indicating inadequate depth of final cover (page 224)•

5. June 11, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated June 11, 1974,
indicating final cover was not of adequate depth (page 227).

6. July 2, 1974

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated July 2, 1974,
indicating final cover of inadequate depth (page 230).

7. September 4, 1974
•

a. Inspection report by JRobert Wengrow dated September 4,
1974> indicating inadequate final cover (page 234).

8. March 22, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated March 22, 1976,
indicating final cover was of inadequate depth in some areas
(page 277).

9. April 23, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert tfengrow dated April 23, 1976,
indicating inadequate depth of final cover over the entire
required area (page 281).

10. May 7, 3976

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated May 7, 1976, indi-
cating final cover was inadequate in the conpleted, permitted
area (page 225).

11. May 13, 1976

a. Observation visit oemo by Bob 'iVengrow datad May 13, 1976,
indicating no progress made in applying final cover to completed
area (page 290).

I. That Respondent, Parton Land Fill Corporation, caused or allowed

scavenging operations at its sanitary landfill site, in violation of Rule

303 of Chapter 7.

The following evidence substantiates tlie violation for the
corresponding dates:
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1. April 18, 1974

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated April 18, 1974, indi-
cating scavenging by others was observed (page 220).

2. May 2, 1974

a. Inspection report by Rene Van Soceron dated May 2, 1974,
indicating scavenging by other persons than the operator was
observed at the cite (page 243).

J. That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, accepted

hazardous wastes, liquid wastes and sludges at Its landfill without

having the requisite Agency permit, in violation of Rule 310(b) of

Chapter 7.

Tae following evidence substantiates the violation for
the corresponding dates:

1. January 14, 1974

a. Inspection wemo by Bob Y/eugrow dated January 14, 1974,
indicating that Interlake oil slurry was being deposited
at the site (see pâ e 213).

b. At this time, Faxton did not have any permits to accept
liquid wastes, anu did r>ot receive a permit to take Interlake
plant sludge until July 21, 1975 (see pages 86, 87 and 105
through 103).

2. my 14, 1974

a. Inspection report by R. Wen^row datad May 14, 1974,. .
indicating that liquid wastes were observed in barrels at
the site (page 224).

b. One (1) photograph taken by R. Wengrow on May 14, 1974,
showing barrels deposited on site (see page 226).

c. During this time, Paxton did not have any supplemental
permits to accept liquids (pages 66, 67), and in fact, never
was issued a perreit to take liquids in barrels (see pages
(J8 through 133).
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3. September 19, 1974

a. Inspection nremo by Rene Van Soicerea dated September 19,
1974, Indicating liquids had been deposited In 55 gallon
drums (see page 23S).

b. See (2)(c) of this Part J.

4. September 25, 1974

a. >«eiaD of Inspection by Ken Bechely on September 25, 1974,
indicating tliat two trucks (identified) were dumping liquids
at site (page 239). .

b. Paxton did not have perndte to accept these liquids, and
only had one permit for sludge as of this date (see pagas 86,
37).

5. January 23, 1975

a. Meiao of inspection visit by Robert Y/encrow on January 23,
1975, indicating that two identified trucks (SIudjre Removal
and Universal Liquid Engineering) were observed dumping
liquids at site (see page 251), and explaining interview with
Ray Hudi, slta foreraan, In which Hudi said attempt would be
made to get required permits.

6. May 26, 197$

a. Inspection report by Ken Dechaly dated May 26, 1975,
indicating unpermitted liquid wastes were being deposited
(page 257).

7. October 10, 1976

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated October 26, 1976,
indicating site was receiving unper/nitted liquid wastes (page
292).

b. Ifemo (dated October 26, 1976) of October 20, 1976, inspection
visit by K. Bechely indicating tremendous volume of liquid
waste being deposited that day (see page 293). The csemo also
indicates that a truck driver punctured a barrol aud it bepan
to smote and furas. Hie mixture was supposedly oil and wator
as the driver said. Dut none of the permits issuod to Paxtoa
and In effect at this time were for hazardous liquids (ace pages
83 through 133).

c. ;ione of Paxton*3 effective pannits listed Hyder Rental as a
hauler or Great Lakes Screw as a generator (pages 293 and 66).

Q. January 25, 1977

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated January 25,
1977, indicating unperritted liquid wastes were observed
deposited at site (page 295).
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b. Two (2) photographs taken by Ken Bechely on January 25,
1977, showing tanker truck depositing liquids (pages 296,
297-bottom pictures on both pages).

9. January 26, 1977

a. Inspection nemo by K. flechely dated January 26, 1977,
Indicating that unperraitted liquid wastes were observed
being dumped at site (page 298).

b. One (1) photograph taken by Ken Bechely on January 26,
1977, showing one truck dunping the unperialtted liquids
(page 300).

10. February 7, 1977 !- - ' - . - • • - . .-,••-..-..»:-

a. Inspection report by Kenneth flechely dated February 7,
1977, Indicating that unpernltted liquid wastes were being
deposited (page 301).

b. One (1) photograph taken by K. Bechely on February 7,
1977, showing tanker dumping the unper-sdtted liquids (page 302).

c. Merao dated February 10, 1977, by Kenneth Bechely, of
his February 7, 1977, inspection where he copied a bill of
lading indicating liquids were deposited at Paxton site under
a supplemental perralt which had rjot been issued to Faxton
(page 304).

(llote: See also jaenio of telephone conversation wherein It
was learned certain other liquids were apparently deposited
at Paxton under another false permit number.)

(Note: Gee also copies of bills of lading, obtained by Rene
Van Soneren from the Chicago Department of Environraental
Control for liquids deposited at Paxton. At this time, Paxton
had only one supplensental permit to accept ITT Harper sludge, .
and not the liquids from the coznpanies listed (see pages 3j7
through 313.)

K. Tnat Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, caused or allowed

operation of a sanitary landfill which docs not provide fencing, gates

or other measures to control access to the sits, in violation of Rule

3H(c) of Chapter 7.

The following evidence substantiates the violation for the
corresponding dates:

1. October 5, 1973

a. Inspection report by Ken Uechely dated October 5, 1973,
indicating portable fencing not provided (page 209).
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2. January 14, 1974

a. Inopection report by Robert Wengrow dated January 14,
1974, indicating portable fencing not provided although
needed (page 212).

b. Inspection memo by Robert Wengrow datad January 14, 1974,
indicating eite restriction not provided on 116th Street and
a site sketch showing where restriction needed (page 213).

3. February 4, 1974

a. Inspection report by Ren Bechely dated February 4,
1974, indicating portable fencing not provided (page 214).

4. March 11, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow datad March 11, 1974,
indicating eite fencinp alone 116th Street was r.ot adequate
(page 217).

5. April 18, 1974

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dat<sd April 18, 1974,
indicating inadequate site fencing (page 220).

6. July 2, 1974

a. Inspection report by K. Becholy dated July 2, 1074,
indicating site fencing was inadequate (pâ e 230).

7. September 4, 1974

a. Inspection report by Robert 'iVengrow dated September 4,
1974, indicating inadequate site fencing (page 234).

3. October 16, 1974

a. Inspection report by K. Bechely dated October 16, 1974,
indicating no fencing around site (page 241).

9. November 22, 1974

a. Inspection report by R. Wengrow dated ;joveirt>er 22, 1974,
indicating site fencing v?as not adequate (page 243)•

10. Dscc-mbor 3» 1974

a. Inspection report by K. Ytemjrow dated December 3, 1974,
indicating inadequata site fencing (paps i!47).
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William C. Child, Field Operations Section, Manager,' Northern Region,

Division of Land/ifolse Pollution Control

Charles E. dark, Manager, Technical Operations Section, Division

of Land/rtoise Pollution Control

Charles T. Grigalauski, Field Operations Section, Northern Region,

Division of Land/itoise Pollution Control

Michael W. Rapps, Permit Unit, Technical Operations Section, Division

of Land/itoise Pollution Control

Rene Van Soroeren, Field Operations Section, Manager, Central Region

(foricerly northern Region), Division of Lana/ifoise Pollution Control

Robert Wengrow, Field Operations Section, Northern Region, Division

of Land/iJoise Pollution Control

VI. PROPOSED BOARD ORDHt

A. A penalty in excess of $50,000 should be sought for the violations

above.

B. An Order should be obtained requiring Respondent to coase and

desist all violations, including operation without a permit and acceptance

of liquid wastes without the requisite supplemental permits. This may .

mean closing the site until additional, needed developmental work is

completed.

C. A performance bond in the amount of $150,000 should be posted

to guarantee part (c).

JHR:mt/spl-25
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11. January 23, 197? ' J'.

a. Inspection report by Robert Wenprow dated January 23,
1975, indicating north and east sides of oito do not
have required fencing (page 290).

12. February 6, 1975

a. Inopection report by R. Wengrow dated February 6, 1975,
indicating no site fencing on north and east sides (page 253).

13. Decoder 18, 1975

a. Inspection report by Robert \Yengrow dated December 18,
1975, indicating inadequate site restriction (page 266). -

14. ?&reh S, 1976

a. Inspection report by Robert Wengrow dated March 8, 1976,
indicating site supervisor admitted unknown waste dumped by
unknown person, an indication of inadequate site restriction
(page 276).

L. That Respondent, Paxton Land Fill Corporation, caused or allowed
h ^ •

operation of a sanitary landfill which does r«ot provide adequate

measures to control dust and vectors, in violation of Rule 314(f) of

Chapter 7.

The following evidence substantiates the violation for the
corresponding dates:

1. May 26, 1975

a. Inspection report by Kenneth Bechely dated Way 26, '1975,
Indicating that evidence of vectors had been observed (page 257).

2. July 29 , 1975

a. Inspection report by Ken Bechely dated July 29, 1975,
Indicating that evidence of vectors (i.e., flies) had been
observed (page 261).

IV. ECOiiOMIC Ai'JD TECHMOLOGTC

A detailed memo on flection 33(c) considerations will be forwarded

shortly.

V. \VITMESS LIST

Kenneth 3echely, Field Operations Section, Northern Region, Division

of Land/Hoise Pollution Control



Attachment C - Legal History Paxton #2 (Information on Paxton I also
included)

Source: A Report of the Calumet Disposal Area

Rene Van Someren, Thomas Lentzen-September, 1980
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LE6AL HISTORY
PAXTON f2
Chart #3

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY

April, 1976 IEPA secured an injunction against Paxton ordering them to
discontinue landfill operations on the new area until they
obtain the requisite permits.

June 22, 1977 On June 22, 1977, the Environmental Protection Agency filed
its Complaint in this enforcement proceeding. The Complaint
alleged that Paxton violated the operating standards for
solid waste management sites set forth in Chapter 7 of the
Pollution Control Board's Rules and Regulations in its
operation of both Paxton I and Paxton II. The Complaint
also alleged that Paxton II was operated without the
necessary development or operating permits, and that Paxton
had accepted special wastes at both of its sites without
supplemental permits required by Chapter 7. Discovery and
lengthy settlement negotiations ensued.

January, 1978 In January, 1978 after negotiations proved fruitless, Paxton
sought and obtained an additional continuance from the Board
in order to prepare for the hearing in the case.

March, 1978 In March, 1978, the hearing officer assigned to the case
resigned and a new hearing officer was appointed. A hearing
date was set for June 14.
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LEGAL HISTORY
PAXTON #2 ~

Chart #3 (cont.)

June 8, 1973 On June 8, Paxton again moved for a continuance, which motion
was granted by the hearing officer.

June 19, 1978 On June 19, 1978, the Attorney General, at the request of the
No. 78 CH 4079 Illinois Environmental Protection Agency, filed a Complaint and

Motion for Temporary Restraining Order in the Circuit Court of
Cook County against Paxton. People of the State of I]]1noisv.
Paxton Landfill Corporation and Ray Nudi, No. 78 CH 4079. Th~e~
Complaint and Motion alleged that Paxton was operating a solid
waste managment site without the permits required by Section 21
of the Environmental Protection Act and prayed that the Court
act to aid the Pollution Control Board's jurisdiction by
enjoining Paxton's operation until the Board had had the
opportunity to rule in the instant case, or until Paxton had
obtained the necessary operating and special waste permits.

July 24, 1978 IEPA obtained a Preliminary Injunction against Paxton closing
the facility for forty-five (45) days.
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LE6AL HISTORY
PAXTON »2~

Chart #3 (cont.)

July 25, 1978

October 16, 1978

On July 25, 1978, the Circuit Court entered a
Preliminary Injunction order prohibiting Paxton from
conducting any refuse disposal activities at the Paxton
I and Paxton II sites until further order of the Court./
After Paxton had obtained its operating permit from the
Agency, a final Injunction Order was entered in this
case, which prohibits Paxton from accepting or disposing
of any liquid wastes or sludges at the Paxton I or
Paxton II sites unless and until Paxton obtains a
supplemental permit for each such waste or sludge from
the Agency. This Order was entered without prejudice to
the proceedings in the instant Pollution Control Board
cases, and the Court retained jurisdiction fo the case
for the purpose of enforcing its Order.

A Permanent Injunction was issued against Paxton
ordering them not to accept any more special wastes
until supplemental permits were granted.

December 31, 1979 Consolidated Stipulation of Facts and Proposal for
PCB 77-167 and
PCB 77-231

Settlement Terms of Settlement

As a result of their discussions the parties stipulate
and agree that the interests of the public and the
parties will be best served by the resolution of this
proceeding without further litigation under the terms
and conditions provided herein. In accordance with the
procedures for settlement prescribed by Rule 331 of the
Illinois Pollution Control Board Procedural Rules and
Regulations, the parties offer this Stipulation of
Facts and Proposal for Settlement in the place of a full
hearing.
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LEGAL HISTORY
PAXTON |2~

Chart #3 (cont.)

December 31, 1979
(continued)

The parties hereby stipulate and agree that a settlement of the
above entitled enforcement proceeding shall be as set forth
below. This proposed settlement is expressly conditioned upon,
and effective only with, the Board's approval herefof in all
respects. The parties further stipulate that all statements
contained herein, including but not limited to all statements
of fact, shall be null, void, and of no effect and shall not be
used for any purpose, including further litigation, in the
event that the Board fails to approve the following terms of
settlement in all respects.

The parties, therefore, stipulate and agree to the following
terms of settlement:

A. Paxton shall conduct refuse managment and disposal
activities at the Paxton I and Paxton II sites, described
herein above, only as authorized by, and in compliance
with, Chapter 7 of the Pollution Control Board Rules and
Regulations and all terms and conditions of permits that
the Agency has issued or may issue relating to the Paxton I
and Paxton II sites.

B. The parties propose and recommend that the Board impose a
monetary penalty against Paxton in the total amount of
$12,000 to be paid in six installments of $2,000 each,

, over a period of two years from the date of the Board's
Order adopting this settlement proposal. A payment of
$2,000 shall be due and owed on each of the following
dates:

First Payment
Second Payment
Third Payment
Fourth Payment
Fifth Payment
Sixth Payment

Four Months After Entry of Board Order
Eight Months After Entry of Board Order
Twelve Months After Entry of Board Order
Sixteen Months After Entry of Board Order
Twenty Months After Entry of Board Order
Twenty-four Months After Entry of Board Order
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LEGAL HISTORY
PAXTON »2

Chart f3 (cont.)

December 31, 1979 Paxton's Petition for Variance (PCB No. 77-231) shall
(continued) be dismissed.

16. This Stipulation of Facts and Settlement Proposal is
submitted to the Board for approval under Rule 331 of
the Pollution Control Board Procedural Rules as one
integral package. All admissions and statements made
herein are null and void and of no force and meaning
and are not admissible before any judicial or
administrative body within the State of Illinois
elsewhere in any proceeding other than this proceeding,
or a proceeding brought to enforce the Board Order
adopting this proposal, and are admissible in there
proceedings only if the terms of settlement agreed to
by the parties are approved in all their aspects by the
Board without change or modification of any kind,
degree, or nature and without rejection of any
stipulation, condition, or provision.


